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HENRICI DODWELLI de Par- 
ma Equeftri Woodwardiana Dif- 
fertatio. Accedit Thomz Neli 
Dialogus inter Reginam Elizabe- 
tham & Robertum Dudleium, 
Comitem Leyceftrixz & Academiz 
Oxonienfis Cancellarium, in quo 
de Academiz Atdificiis preclare 
agitur. -Recenfuit ediditque 
THOMAS HEARNE, A. M. 
Oxonienfis, qui & Dodwelli O- 
perum editorum Catalogum pra- 
mifir. Oxonii, ¢ Theatro Shel- 
doniano, MDCCXIII. Impen- 
fis Editoris. 


That is, A DISSERTATION upon a 
Shield belonging to Dr. WOOD- 
WARD. By the late Mr. HEN- 
XY DODWEL. To which is ad- 
ded a Dialogue between Queen Eliza- 
beth and Robert Dudley Earl of 
Leicefter, containing a Delripticn of 
toe Buildings of the Univerfity of 
Oxford. By ThomasNell. Pub- 
lifhed by THOMAS HEARNE, 
A. M, who bas prefixed to this Boak 


a Catalogue of Mr. Dodwell’s 
Works. Oxford. MDCCXIII. 
In 8VO. page. 152. 


ward has an Iron Shield of an Excel- 

lent Workmanhhip, which reprefents 
the taking and burning of Rome by the 
Gauls under the Condu& of Brennws; the 
Weighing of the Gold agreed to be paid in 
order to fave the Capitol; the Arrival of 
Camillus ; the ie of the Gauls; Publick 
Buildings, Oc. Mr. Conyers, a great Lover 
of Antiquities, found that Shield in a 
Smith's Shop; and Dr Woedward bought ie 
of the Executrix of .Mr. Conyers's Will, Ic 
weighs One and Forty Ounces, and is Four 
teen Inches and a Half in Diameter. The lete 
Mr. Dodwell undertook to write a Differtati« 
on upon that Shield, in hopes to engage by 
that Means Dr Wsedward to go on bo his 
Natural Hiftory of the Earth; being perfuaded 
thac fuch a Work would powerfully confirm 
the Truth of the Univerfal Deluge defcri- 
bed by Mefes, and very much contribute to 
promote the Glory of God. 

Mr. Dedwell does not doubt of the Anti- 
quity of Dr. Woodward's Shicld, and believes 
it was made under the Reign of the Empe-- 
ror Nera. This Diflertation is full of Learn. 
ing, and contains many Obfervations, where. 
by the Roman Antiquities are Very much il- 
luftrated. That Work will be read by alt 


\ LL the Curious know that Dr. Wood- 


the Curious; and therefore I think I need 


not give a further Account.of it. 
P I]. PLAN 
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PLAN THEOLOGIQUE du Py- 
thagorifme & des autres Sectes 
Scavantes de la Grece , pour fer- 
vir d’éclairciffement aux Ouvra-. 
ges Polemiques des Peres contre 
les Payens. Avec la traduction 
de la Therapeutique de THEO- 
DORET, ou l'on voit labregeé de 
ces famenfes controverfes. Par le 
R. P. MFCHEL MOURGUES, 
de la Compagnie de Jefus, Pro- 
feffeur Royal en !'Univerfite de 
Touloufe. A Touloufe, & fe 
vend 4 Paris chez Jacques Vin- 
cent, rué Saint Severin, vis-a-vis 
VEglife, 4?Ange. MDCCXII. 


That is, THE THEOLOGICAL SrY- 
STEM of the Pythagoreans, and 
other Learned Setts of Greece, in 
order to clear the Polemical Works of 
the Fathers againft the Heathens. 
With a Tranflation of THEODO- 
RET’s THERAPEUTICE, con- 
taining an Abridgment of thofe Fa- 
mous Controverfies. By Father MI- 
CHAEL MOURGUES, of the 
Society of Jefus, Regins ProfefJor in 
the Univerfity of Touloufe. Tou- 
loufe, 1712. Two Volumes in 8vo. 


Vol.1. pagg. 540. Vol. II. pagg. 486. 


T HE *# Author has prefixed to this 
Work a Letter, wherein he fhews the 
Occafion and Defign of this Theological Sy- 
fiem, Father Mourgwes having publifbed fome 
Years-ago # Parallel between the Chriftian Mo- 
rality, and that of the Ancient Philofophers, as 
it is to be found in Epifetus, undertook to 
carry on that Parallel with a Tranflation of 





% Taken from the Journal des Scavans. 


Theodoret’s Therapeutic He therefor 

flated. it iato French; and becaufe thine: ‘ 
compéfed that Work for the Ufe of Men 
thoroughly acquainted with the Philof : 


and Theology of the Grecks, he lish 
touches upon feveral Matters, that wink 


fufficiently known to thofe who lived in hi 
Time, and appear obfcure to us. Father 
Mourgaes thought it neceflary to clear thofe 
Difficulties: ‘The Notes which he made for 
that Purpofe, grew larger than the Tex. 
and therefore he refolved to put them in or. 
der, not doubting that thofe Obfervari. 
ons, which concerned the fame Subjeés, be. 
ing joined together, would make a Kind of 
Syftem more acceptable than loofe and inco. 
herent Notes. The Execution of this De. 
fign has produced the Theological Syftem con. 
tained in the Firft Volume of this Work 
and the Philofophical Syftem, which the Ay. 
thor intends to publifh. Thofe Two Sy. 
ftems, though chiefly defigned to clear Thee 
doret’s Therapeutice, will give allo a new 
Light to the Polemical Writings of the Fa- 
thers againft the Heathens, fince Theodore 
has only abridged what had been publithed 
till chen concerning thofe Controveifies, 

~ After this Obfervation, the Author gives 
us a juft Notion of the Beauty, Strength, 
and Method of the Polemical Works of the 
Fathers. They are, in his Opinion, their 
moft Elaborate Writings, wherein their Wit 
and Eloquence fhine with the greateft Luftre. 
Two Sets of Chriftian Orators, fays he, 
and of Learned Doétors, have written in 
the Two moft perfe& and copious Langua- 
ges. On the one Side Juftin, Athemagoras, 
Clemens Alexandrinus , Origen, Eufebius, St. 
Gregory Nazianzen, St. Cyril of Alexandria, 
and Theodorct ; and on the other, Minacius 
Felix, Tertullian, LaGantius, Arnobius, and 
St. Auftin. Thofe Fathers were to prove 
the Doétrines of Chriftianity to the Wifeft 
and the moft Knowing Men among the Hea- 
thens. “ They were not mere Fifhermen, 
““ whofe Miracles feemed rather to command 
“ Faith, than to perfuade : They were Do- 
“ &ors, who confounded other Dottors by 
‘‘the Force and Power of Reafon: They 
“ were the choice Men among the Chriftt- 
“ans, whoentered the Lifts with the choice 
“ Men among the Heathens: And the Suc- 
 cefs made it appear to all the World, that 
“all the Advantage was on the Side of the 
 Chriftians ”. The Fathers attacked = 
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fore Paganifm dire&ly, and made Ufe of 
Two Batteries againitit; the one, againft 
the moft f{candalous Doétrines of the Hea- 
thens, by comparing them with the Hol 
Do@trines of Chriftianity ; the other, again 
the moft tolerable Opinions of the Pagans, 
by fhewing that they were derived from the 
Scripture. Such was in general the Method 
of the Fathers. The Author enlarges upon 
it, and fhews in a particular Manner, how 
they took Care not only to point out the 
Source of thofe found Do&rines, that were 
adopted by the Heathens, but alfo the Chan- 
nels through whicn they ran with more or 
lefs Purity among different Nations. 

In the remaining Part of his Preliminary 
Letter, he informs us from what Authors he 
has taken the Theological Syftem, which he 
has publifhed ; and gives us his Judgment 
about the Works that are extant concerning 
the Theology of the Heathen Philofophers. 
Though, among the Profane Authors, Plato 
and Arifforle have afforded him moit Matter, 
he has alfo confulred the Pythagerean Ocellus , 
the Symbols and Golden Verfes of Pythagoras, 
Plutarch, Diogenes Laertius, Philo, Sextus Em- 
piricus, Plotinus, Porphyry, Jamblichus , Alci- 
nous, Saluft, Hierocles, Alexander Aphrodifienfis, 
Proclus, Cicero, Seneca, Virgil, Ovid, Apuleius, 
Macrobius, &c. Among the Chriftian Au- 
thors, the Fathers above-mentioned have 
been of great Ufe to him about thofe Anci- 
ent Syftems: For (fays Father Momrgue:,) 
they underftood them thoroughly, and ne- 
ver condemned any Part of them without a 
full Knowledge. The Reafon why he has 
chiefly enquired into the Theology of the 
Pythagorean Se&, is becaufe he thinks Pytha- 
gorifm is the Primitive Philofophy and The- 
ology, and the Ground of the other Se&ts, 
which, if compared with that-of the Pytha- 
goreans, are only like feveral Hevefies with 
refpe&t to a Religion, or like feveral DialeGs 
with refpe& to an Original Language. He 
concludes this Preliminary Letter with an 
Encomium upon Mr. de la Loudbere, co whom 
it is infcribed, as well as the Eleven follow. 
ing Letters, which make up the Firft Vo. 

ume. 


1. Father Mowrgues, in bis firft Letter, 
treats of the Unity of God, according to 
the Learned Heathens. He endeavours to 
prove the Belief of that Unity among the 
Pagans, by the Famous Retra€tation of Or- 
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phens, who upon his Return from Egypr de- 
filed the Plurality of Gods, which he had 
taught in Greece. The Author quotes out of 
Jufin Martyr many Paflages of Orpheus , 
wherein that Poet fpeaks diltin@ly of the 
Divine Word, and places it above the An. 
gels, the Gods, andthe Genii. Father Mour- 
gues brings in alfo feveral Teftimonies of 
Greek Poets, whereby it appears that they 
acknowledged but one Supreme God. Be~ 
fiees, he fhews that this Unity was admitted 
in the Three Ancient Philefophical Schools; 
in the Jonick, by Anaxagoras, under the 
Name of Intedigence; in the Eleatick, by 
Melifins and Parmenides, under the Name of 
4a; and in the Italick, by Pythageras, under 
the Names of Father, Intelligence, Soul, and 
Mover. He cites a Paflage of Plato, which 
fhews that this Philofopher entertained a 
right Notion of the Deity; and therefore 
the Pythagorean Numenius of Apamea had 
fome Reafon , as well as the Fathers , to ace 
cufe him of having taken from Moles bis De- 
étrine concerning God and the World; which 
made the fame Numenius fay, that Plate was 
only Mofes [peaking Greek. 

This Conformity moved St. Aufin to 
look upon the Platonifis as Philofophers, that 
might eafily be made Chriftians: And indeed 
(faysthe Author) ic appears that the chief 
Academicks, fuch as Plotinus, Porphyry, 
Famblichus, Apuleius, and Macrobinms, {peak of 
One Supreme God, as Socrates and Plato did. 
Cicero, who was bred up in che fame Princi- 
ples, attacked with great Zeal Polythei{m, 
and the Stoicks and Poets, whofe Ambiguous 
and Figurative Expreffions had occafioned 
erroneous Notions. Varre, according to 
Sc Auftin, feems to have made it his Bufinefgs 
to overthrow the Worfhip of the Gods ; and 
Plutarch’s Do&trine upon this Head appears 
to have been the fame with that of Varro and 
Cicero. Among the other Sects, the Epica. 
reans admitted only vain Phantoms of Deity, 
without a Head over them: The Peripaterichs 
acknowledged a Firft Caufe, a Firft Mover ; 
and Ariftotle does not herein very much dif- 
fer from Plato. The Stocks believed a Su. 
preme Corporeal Deity. In a word, the 
Author obferves that among all thofe Sefs, 
which have afcribed fome Adminiftration or 
Power to the Genii , none have afferced that 
it was Independent from the Supreme Go- 
vernor of the World. 
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2. The Second Letter of Father Mourfites 
runs upon Six remarkable Diftin@tions, 
which the Heathen Philofophers admitted 
between the Supreme God, and the Inferior 
Deities. Before he enters upon his Subje&, 
he makes a Curious Obfervation upon the 
different Superfcriptions of Plato’s Letters, 
as it appears from the following Words of 
that Philofopher in a Letter to the younger 
Dionyfius, Tyrant of Sicily. “ I hope you 
** have not forgot the Mark agreed upon 
between us, to diftingyith my ferious 
Letters from the indifferent ones which I 
write to you... . Idefire you again to 
remember it; for a Thoufand People ask 
me Letters of Recommendation for you, 
and I cannot well deny them. I put the 
Word God upon thofe which I write in 
“ earneft, and the Word Goas upon thofe, 
*< for which I am not concerned. ~ 

The Three Firft Diftin&ions which thofe 
Philofophers acknowledged between the 
Supreme God, and the Inferior Deities, 
were thefe: 1, That he is the Artift, and 
that they are only his Work. 2. That he is 
immortal by his own Nature, and that they 
are only Immortal by his Goodnefs. 3. That 
he is Ecernal, and that they were made in 
Time. The Fourth and Fifth Difference 
confifted in this , viz That he is the true 
Being, and that the Firft Thing we conceive 
in God is above or beyond Exiftence, 
whereas the Gods have only a falfe or equi- 
vocal Being. This is what the Pythagoreans 
underftood by the InteLigitle World, or the 
True Being; and by the Senfible World, or 
the Falfe Being. Laftly, the Sixth Diftin- 
étion was grounded upon Providence, which 
is univerfal in the Supreme Being ; whereas 
the Inferior Gods had only a limited and de- 
pendant Oeconomy. The Author fhews 
chat, according to Theodoret, Clemens Alexan- 
drinus, and Juftin, Plate, took from the Ho- 
ly Scripture the Doétrine of Providence, 
which he Jays down in the Tenth Book of 
the Laws, and that his DoStrine is found, as 
alfo that of Pythagoras upon the fame Head, 
excepting the Metempfychofs. 

There is atthe End of this Letter an Ar. 
ticle, which the Author calls Epifedick, and 
wherein he endeavours to unfold wa set 
Do€trine concerning the Superlunary Provi- 
dence : Which he thinks neceflary for the 
underfianding of feveral Fathers, who ace 
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cufe that Philofopher of confin; : 
dence to the Care of thofe Thiogs’ an 
happen above the Moon: ’Tis an Error 
fays the Author, which in all robability he 
took from the Do&trine of the Pythagorean 
Ocedus, and into which he was led by ftrain. 
ing Two undeniable Truths, wz. that of 


— Simplicity, and that of his Immutab;. 
ity. 


3. Father Mosrgues difcourfes of th . 
then Atheifts in his Third Letter, Rear 
that moft of thofe who have been called fy 
by the Pagans, did not deny a Supreme God 
but only Inferior Deities. This the Author 
undertakes to fet in a better Light by giving 
us an Hiftorical Defcription of the Six Fa. 
mous Heathen Atheifts, viz. Protageras, 
Prodicus, Diagoras, Theodorus, Euhemeras, and 
Critias ; and by inftancing upon Socrates and 
Heraclitus, whom the People charged with 
Atheifm, though they acknowledged the 
Supreme Deity. 


4. In the next Letter, the Author treats 
of the Trinity of the Plaronifts; and before 
he enters upon that Subject, he advances 
Three Propofitions, which, fays he, contain 
the true Opinion of the Fathers concerning 
that Trinity. He maintains, 1. That the 
Fathers obferved in the Writings of Plate 
an Imitation, a Sort of a Copy of the Tii- 
nity , fufficiently infinuated in the Books of 
Mofes and the Prophets. 2. That they found 
that Copy very imperfe&. 3. That not- 
withftanding this Imperfection, which they 
carefully inculcated to the Heathens them- 
felves, they took Advantage of their Fond- 
nefs for Pilato, to convince them from his 
Way of fpeaking of the Trinity, that he 
had learned Religion in our Ancient Scri- 
ptures, and to bring them to the Belief of 
that Chriftian Do&rine by this Argument: 
You look upon Plato as an Excelent Mafter abont 
Divine Things ; but Plato teaches you, that there 
are Three Hypoftafes in one God: Why therefore 
Poould you exclaim againft us, who oly refify 
Plato by Mofes, the Mafter of Plato upon this 
Head, and feveral others? From thofe Three 
Propofitions, fays the Author, it follows 
that the Fathers could not think of proving 
the true Doctrine of the Trinity by the Au- 
thority of Plato and the Platonifts, as fome 
bold Writers would make us believe. 


After- 
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Afterwards Bather Meurgués endeavours to 
prove by feveral Paflages, that Plate acknow- 
ledged Three Hypottafes in the Supreme 
God; which he confirms by an exatt Ac- 
count of Plotinus’s Book upon the fame Sub- 
je. He obferves, that this Platoni# in or- 
der to raife the Mind tothe Knowledge of 
thofe Hypoftafes, begins wich the Third, 
which is the Sowd of che Senfible World ; 
from whence he proceeds to the Difcovery 
of the Intelligible World, or of the Intedi- 
gence, which is the Second Hypoftafis ; thofe 
Two Degrees enabling him to come to the 
Firft Principle, which is the moft perfe& 
Unity. The Author having mentioned the 
Cenfuretof St. Cyrid upon thofe Three Hy- 
poftafes of the Platonifis, makes fome Refle- 
ions upon the Ancient and Modern Ufe of 
the Word Hypefafs. At the End of this 
Letrer, Father Mourgues examines this Pro- 
blem : Whether the Sublimity of a Point of 
Religion may be a Proof that God is the 
Author of it, and that a Religion, which 
teaches feveral Articles of that Nature, is 
divinely infpired: He maintains the Affir- 
marive. 


5. Father Mourgues makes further Enqui- 
ries into the fame Subje& in the next Letter, 
wherein he treats of the Three Hypoftafes 
in particular, and of the Diftin&tion between 
the Father and the Word acknowledged by 
the Heathen Theologers. He produces fe- 
veral Extraéts which concern each of thofe 
Hypoftafes, the Father, the Word, and the 
Soul or Spirit. He concludes this Letter 
with feveral Confiderations or Rules, either 
to make the Criticks more referved, or to 
excite the Attention of thofe, who tranflate 
the Polemical Works of the Fathers, or the 
Works of the Heathen Philofophers, which 
the Fathers have confuted. 


6. The Author having delivered in the 
foregoing Letters, the Syftem of the Anci- 
ent Philofophers about the Supreme God, pro- 
ceeds to treat in the Two following,of their 
DoStrine concerning the Inferior Gods, which 
he divides into Two Clafles. The Firft, 
containing the Vifble Gods, that is, the World 
and the Stars, makes the Subje& of the 
Sixth Letter. The Author difcourfes at large 
of the Soul of the World, of particular 
Souls confidered as Parts of that Univerfal 
Sow, of the. Defcent. of Souls into Bodies 
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(according to the Syftem of Plotinus) looked 
upon as a Divine Punifhment, and of the 
Petnepttsy and pretended Divinity of the 

tars. . 


7. From thofe Vifible Gods the Author 
proceeds to the Invifiole, or the Genii , which 
the Heathen Philofophers diftributed into 
Four Claffes: The Gods of the ther, the 
Damen:, the Heres, and pure Souls. The Pla- 
sonifts believed chat the Gods, or Genii of the 
ther, were Immortal, Happy, and em 
lightened by the Word, Guardians of Men, 
acquainted with our A@ions, and that they 
concerned themfelves for us. The Demenz, 
or Arian Genii, were good or mifchievous, 
liable to Paffions, and yet the Meffengers of 
the Gods, and the Guardians of Men. The 
Author makes here a Digreffion upon the 
Genius Of Socrates, and obferves that this Phix 
lofopher difcovered fome Vanity by pretend- 
ing that he had Two Demons , one to advife 
him, and another to praife him. The Heroez, 
or Demy.Gods, were the IHegitimate Children 
of the Gods, born of a God and a Woman, 
or ofa Goddefs and a Man. The Milky Way 
was allotted to them for the Place of their 
Refidence. The Souls of Legiflators and 
Founders of Cities, Empires; or Republicks, 
were affociated withthem. Laftty, the pure 
Souls were thofe of confummate Philofophers, 
and inhabited the Fortunate Ifandt. The 
Philofophers took Care to place thofe Philo- 
fophical Souls above the Heroical. The Au- 
thor ends with this Obfervation , that what 
Plato fays in his Phedrus concerning thofe 
things, which contribute to the Excellence 
and Perfe&tion of thofe Souls, cannot be 
read withoue Horror, if it be underftood in 
a literal Senfe. 


8. All thofe Philofophical Deities, created ° 
by the Supreme God, were not fufficient co 
fatisty the Superftition of the Vulgar: 
They had other Gods of a Haman Creation. 
Father Mourgues difcourfes of chofe Gods in 
the Eighth and Ninth Letters. He begins - 
with the Mythological Gods, born in the Brain 
of the Poets, worthipped by the People, . 
and — at by the Philofophers. He ob- 
ferves that P/ate cenfured Homer and Aefchylus 


for the Undecency of their Mythology, and 
that he made Two remarkable Laws; the 
one to banifh Mythological Poets from his - 
Republick ; the other, to fettle the Matters . 

On s 
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«on which Poets may be allowed to write, 
and to appoint Revifors of theic Works. 
The Author fhews how the Philofophers 
- endeavosred to turn the Poetical Mythology 
into an Allegory, and difcovers the Reafons 
that moved Plato, Zeno, Cleanthes, Chryfippus, 
Varro, and Cicere, to go about it ; but their 
Undertaking ferved only to confirm the Po- 
jytheifin of the People. 


g. Father Mourgues comes in the next place 
to the Popular Geds of the Second Clais, or 
Idols, and fhews what Notions the Heathens 
had of them. The People looked upon Idols 
in general, as the Images of the Gods; but 

the Philofophers and the Learned had not the 
fame Thoughts. Some laughed at the Ido- 
laters: Others worfhipped Idols outwardly 
with the Multitude out of mere Policy; 
others acknowledged fomething Supernatu- 
ral in Idols, and endeavourea to explain 
wherein it confifted. The Author under- 
takes to prove thofe feveral things, efpecially 
the laft, which is the moft important: This 
gives him Occafion to unfold the Principles 
of that Theurgy, fo much talked of in the 
Time of Se. Aufiin. It was 2 wonderful Se. 
cret, which che laft Platoni/ts pretended to 
shave, of Deifying Idols infallibly, and, as 
it were, mechanically: Ie was the Art of 
changing them into Gods. The Readers 
may coniult the Author , who will fully fa- 
eisfy their Curiofity upon this Head. 


10, 11. We fhall only mention the Subje& 
of the Two laft Letters of this Volume, 
one whereof treats of the Three principal 
Funétions of the publick Worfhip of the 
Heathens, wiz. Divination, Sacrifices, and 
the Celebration of Feafts; and the other con- 
tains an Account of the Three Dof&trines 
upon which the Philofophers grounded Mo- 
rality, viz. the Immortality of the Soul, the 
Fudgment of the Dead, and the Metempfychofis. 

1 defign to give an Account of the Second Vo- 
lume, as [oon as this Work comes to my Hands, 
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ACTA primorum Martyrum fince- 
ra & felecta. Ex libris cum edi- 
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tis, tum manufcrintis . 
eruta vel emendare: nddilaes £ 
obfervationibus illuftrata, © 

& ftudio Domini THEODORE 
CI RUINART, Presbyteri g 
Monachi Benedittini é Congre- 
gatione Sancti Mauri. His prz- 
mittitur Prefatio generalis, in qua 
refellicur Differtatio undecim 
Cyprianica Henrici Dodwellj ¢- 
paucitate Martyrum, FEditio Se. 
cunda ab ipfo Auctore recognita 
emendata & aucta, Amtftelxda. 


mi, ex Officina Wetften; 
MCC ACT. et{teniana. 


That is, A COLLECTION of Genw. 
ine and Select Acts of the Ancient 
Martyrs , illuftrated with Notes and 
Obfervations. By Dom THEO. 
DORICK RUINART, a Bene- 
didtin Monk of St. Maut’s Con- 


gregation, &c. The Second Edition 
revifed, corrected, and enlarged by the 


Author. Amfterdam. MDCCXIIL 


In Folio, pagg. 77. and 645. Sold 
by Paul Vaillant im the Strand. 


HE Firft Edition of thefe as of the 
Ancient Martyrs being grown very 
{carce, Mr. Henry Werflein acquainted Father 
Ruinart that he would be very willing to 
reprint it. Whereupon the Author, who 
had prepared feveral things for a New Edi- 
tion, fent all his Papers to Mr. Wetftein; 
but he departed this Life, after he had recei- 
ved the firt Sheet, which was fent to him as 
a Specimen. This New Edition comes out 
with great Improvements. 1. Father Rai- 
nart has made many confiderable Additions 
and Correftions almoft in every Page. 2. He 
has inferted in this Edition the following 
Pieces, Aa SS. Tryphonis G& Refpicii. Sermo 
Auguftini de XX. Martyribus Africanis. Index 
oleorum facrorum que Gregorius M. mijfit ad 
Theodelindam reginam, The Epifile of the 
Church of Smyrna concerning the Martyrdom of 
St, Polycarp in Greek, with the Ltt 
ation 
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flation of Cetelerius, to which he has added 
the Notes of chat Author and Archbifhop 
Uper. 3. The Pofthumous Notes of Hel- 
fienius, and thofe of Pofinus, upon the Mar- 
ryrdom of St. Perpetua and St. Felicitas, have 
been inferted at the End of that Piece. 
4. The Readers will find in this Second Edi- 
tion the Martyrdom of St. Boniface, publithed 
in Greck by Emeric Bigot, with the old Latin 
Tranflation printed by Holfenius; and the 
Aas of St. Tarachus, and others from Bigot's 
Edition, corre&ted and enlarged. ¢. Care 
has been taken to obferve in the Margin all 
the Words of the Ancient Martyrs, where. 
in they teftify their Belief of the Trinity, 
and Divinity of Chrift. We are told by the 
Author of the Preface, that all thofe Paffa- 
ges have been the more carefully obferved 
in this Edition, becaufe a Modern Author’, 
not contented to reprefent the Fathers as 
Platonifts , for betieving the Doftrine of the 
Trinity, appeals to the Silence of the Anci- 
ent Martyrs, and pretends they never made 
any Mention of the Trinity in their Con- 
feffions. The Author of the Preface adds, 
that this is a Noble Subje& , never treated 
of before , nor even by Father Baleus in his 
Defence of the Holy Fathers accufed of Platoe 
nifm. 

I have inferted in the Ift Volume of thefe 
Memoirs t an Account of the Life and Writings 
of Father Ruinart. That Learned BenediGin 
died in the Year 1709. Here follows his 
Epitaph. 


HIC JACET DOMINUS THEODORI. 
CUS RUINART REMENSIS, PRESBY- 
TER ET MONACHUS Sti. GERMANI 
A PRATIS, PIETATE, MORUM LENI- 
TATE ET DOCFRINA CONSPICUUS, 
QUI IN HOC MONASTERIO }; HOS. 
PES EXCEPTUS, GRAVI FEBRE DE- 
CUMBENS OBIIT DIE 27. SEPTEMBRIS 
ANNI 1709. REQUIESCAT IN PACE. 


The pretended Martyrdom of the Thedcan 
Legion is to be found in this Colle&ion. 





* The Author of Platoni{m unveiled. 


1 See Ruinart in the Index of the If voles 
| In she Abby of Hautvillers. 
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IV. 


Q. HORATIUS FLACCUS ad 
nuperam RICHARDI BENT- 
LEII Editionem accurate expref- 
fus. Notas addidic THOMAS 
BENTLEIUS, A. B. Collegii S. 
Trinitatis apud Cantabrigienfes 
Alumnus. Cantabrigie: Typis 
Academicis. Impenfis Cornelii 
Crownfeld , Celeberrimz Aca- 
demix Typographi. MDCCXIII. 


That is, THE WORKS of HORACE 
reprinted from the late Edition of Dr. 
BENTLEY. With the Notes of 
THOMAS BENTLEY, A. B. 
of Trinity-College at Cambridge. 
Cambridge. MDCCXIII. In 


SV. page. 275. 


Mi; Bentley, confidering that the Jate FE. 
dition of Horace, publithed by Dr. 
Bentley his Uncle, deferves to be in every 
Body’s Hands , has thoughe fit to reprint ic 
in a fmall Volume. The Text has been 
carefully inferted in this new Edition, as ic 
is in that of Dr. Bentley ; and the Editor has 
added to it the Emendations and the moft 
confiderable Obfervations of his Uncle, that 
were neceflary to clear the Senfe of the Au- 
thor. Thofe Remarks are interfperfed with > 
feveral Notes of Mr. Bentley.. He declares 
that che Readers will hardly find any thing 
in this Edition, that has been already obfer. 
ved by others.He has reftored fome common 
Readings in the Text, according to Dr. 
Bentley's Defire, as it appears from his Pre. 
face; and he has removed Six or Seven 
Emendations from Dr. Bentley's Notes into 
the Text, becaufe, fays he, moft Learned | 
Men looked upon them as true Emendations. 
Mr. Bentley was extremely defirous that his 
Uncle would pnt the lait Hand to his Per- - 
formance; but, contrary to his Expe&ation, 
Dc. Bentley gave him only a general Notion 
of the Method he fhould follow, and did - 
not look upon his Work before it was pub. 
lifhed, The Readers will infer from iy 

that 
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-that the young Author, who difcovers fo 
great a Judgment, and fo good a Tafte for 
Critical Learning, will in Time ftand alro- 
gether upon his own Bottom, and diftinguifh 
kimfelf among the beft Criticks. 





V. 


HISTOIRE DE FRANCE, depuis 
YEtabliffement de la Monarchie 
Francoife dans les Gaules. De- 
dice au Roy, parle P. G. DANI- 
EL, de la Compagnie de Jefus. 
A Paris, chez Jean-Baptifte De- 
lefpine , rue Saint Jacques, 4 I’I- 
mage Saint Paul MDCCXIII. 


That is, THE HISTORY OF 
FRANCE, from the Eftablifhment of 
the French Monarchy in Gaul. De- 
dicated to the King, by Father G. 
DANIEL , of the Society of Jefus. 
Pariss MDCCXIII. Three Vo- 
lumes in Folio. Sold by Paul Va- 
illant in the Strand. 


Ather Daniel informs us, that in order to 
write a good Hiftory of France, he has 
done his utmoft Endeavours to obferve all 
the Rules that have been prefcribed to Hi- 
ftorians. Truth and Sincerity are the moft 
eflential Duty of thofe Writers. An Hifto- 
ry, properly fo called , ought to be a Series 
of true Faéts, or at leaft, of Facts that may 
be looked upon as true, according co certain 
Rules with which we muft be contented 
about Things paft. One of thofe principal 
Rules is the unanimous Teftimony of all, 
or moft contemporary Authors, who gene- 
rally agree about publick Events, fuch as a 
Bartel, a Victory, the taking of a Town, 
the Conqueft of a Province, the Death of a 
Sovereign Prince. Things, that came to 
pafs in the Sight of a whole Kingdom, when 
they are thus attefted, may be related as un- 
deniable Faéts, and cannot be denied by any 
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anaes Mae... 
articulars and Circumftances of 
and the fecret Springs which pro as ites, 
In that refpe& one may be allowed to : 
Sceptick in Hiftory. Few Writers se 
been Witneffes of Cabinet-Intrigues. fe . 
have been concerned in Negociations: The, 
relate what was commonly faid in Publick 
or at Court, and what the moft clear-fighted 
Perfons fancied to have difcovered, which 
is feldom a fufficient Ground to judge of th 
ons oH Us | shicsa : 
ofe Hiftorians, who write aft 
if they have not better Memoirs, ans 
to keep to theirs, and to adopt their Pojj. 
ticks , when they have no particular Reafon 
to depart fromthem. They may be want. 
ing to Truth by following fuch Guides. 
but it is not their Fault. One may tell a 
Falfity, without ceafing to be fincere, when 
a thing isnot knownto be falfe. This is aj] 
that can be expected from an Hiftorian, who 
+ da what happened feveral Ages before 
im. 

What has been faid concerning the er 
Caufes of Events, ought to be thd alfo - 
moft of their Circumftances. Do we fee 
many Relations of Battels, even of thofe 
that have been fought in our own Time, 
which agree in every Particular ? One may 
boldly affirm, that Two fuch Relations are 
not to be found, though we fhould fuppoft 
they had been written by Ocular Witneffes, 
Father Daniel believes, that upon fuch an 
Occafion an Hiftorian ought to take Notice 
of the Difagreement between Iwo oppofite 
Relations, without preferring the one to the 
other. 

Ic cannot be denied, that when a Faithful 
Hiftorian defigas to defcribe a Siege, or the 
Difpofi:ion of an Army ready to engage, be 
ought to follow the Memoirs of Men skilled 
in thofe things preferably co al] others. But, 
fays the Author, the Diipofition of Armies 
and Battels has been related in fuch a confu- 
fed Manner, even by thofe who were belt 
ab!e to do it, that it is very difficult co fuc- 
ceed in that Part of Hiftory. Father Daniel 
has heard fome Experienced Officers fay, 
that they could not underftand che Battels 
mentioned in the French Hiftories. It 1s 


But it is not fo with the 


doubtlefs in fome meafure the Fault of the 
Hiftorians of thofe Times, who neglected 
to make themfelves very intelligible: The 


Modern Hiftorians are alfo to blame a 
that 
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that Account for not taking Care to clear 
the Contemporary Writers, by comparing 
rogether their different Relations, which 
help one another. But it ought further to 
be confidered; that Armies were not then 
drawn up, and Battels fought, as they are 
now. Offenfive and Defenfive Arms were 
not the fame, not only before, but alfo afier 
the Invention of Firee-Arms. Father Daniel 
gives a remarkable Inftance of it, and con- 
cludes his Obfervations upon the firft Duty 
of an Hiftorian with thefe Words: That 
the moft exa& Truth ought not to be expe- 
&edfrom him, in all che Circumftances of a 
Fett, nor in every Account of the Caufes of 
Events; which could not be done frequent- 
ly, without requiring from him what is im- 
poffible. It is enough for him to relate 
what he has found in the beft Contemporary 
Writers. 

But one may expe& from an Hiftorian, 
that he fhould not indulge his Imagination, 
efpecially that he fhould not be fo bold as to 
contrive Romantick Epifodes, to enliven his 
Narration, and vary his Hiftory. The Au- 
thor takes Notice of an Attempt of that 
Nature againft Truth in a Modern Hiflo- 
rian ¥®. 

An Hiftorian does likewife offend againft 
the Truth of Hiftory, when he afcribes to 
the Actors, who appear upon the Stage, any 
Motive of their Condué , not to be found 
in the Writers of their Time ; unlefs, as it 
happens fometimes, their A&tions and Steps 
be of fuch a Nature, that one cannot reafo- 
nably doubt of their Proceeding from fuch 
a Motive. 

_ The fame ought to be faid of thofe Rea- 
fonings, which are afcribed to Princes, or 
their Minifters, in a privy Council, or to 
Generals of Armies in a Council of War, 
and of thofe Artifices attributed to Ambaf- 
fadors in Negotiations and Treaties of Peace. 
This Fault prevails in all the Works of Va- 
rilas; and a’ Avila is not always free from 
it. They took Tacitus for their Model among 
the Ancients, and Guwicciardin among the 
Moderns, The latter is more to be credited 
than others in fome things, becaufe he had 
a Hand in the Affairs of his Time in Italy: 
But it frequently falls out that thofe Curious 
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Particulars, thofe Refined Politicks, and 
thofe Plans of Negotiation fo well drawn 
up, are mere Fidtions of the Hiftorian, who 
does not relate what was faid, but what 
might have been faid. After all, the Rea 
ders % themfelves f{poil Hiftorians in that 
refpec&t. They will have a Writer to fearch 
into the moft impenetrable Secrets of Prin- 
ces, without which their Curiofity, and fre- 
quently their Malignity, cannot be fartisfied. 
They are ferved according to their Tafle, 
and feed themfelves with Chimeras. 

Father Daniel does not pretend, that an 
Hiftorian fhould not make a Curious Engui- 
ry into the Caufes of fome great Events, 
Hiftory would lofe by that Means its Beauty 
and Dignity; it would be a mere Gazette, a 
Heap of Fats without any Coherence. 
What the Author fays upon this Head, con. 
cerns only the extravagant Guefles and Fi- 
&tions of fome Modern Hiftorians. They 
undertake to refine upon, and to give a Rea- 
fon for every thing. There is no greater 
Sign of the Falfity of an Hiftory, becaule, 
among the moft extraordinary Events, many 
are an Effect of mere Chance, and of fome 
Conjunctures that eould not be forelcen 
Let any one confule the ableft Minifters of 
State , and the moft Famous Generals , and 
they willconfefsit. The Author adds, thet 
an Hiftory ought to be adorned withourc 
ating againft Sincerity. I had rather dit- 

leafe the Reader, fays Lucian, by telling the 
Truth, than pleafe him by telling a Lye. 
Whoever takes another Courf¢, impoles up- 
on the Credulity of the Readers, and is 
wanting to the Refpe& he owes to the Pub. 
lick, 

Many Hiftories are alfo fpwoiled by Preju- 
dice and Partiality. An Hiftorian ts apr co 
indulge his Affection for his own Nation ; 
but he ought to moderate it: Ie muft chief. 
ly beware of a thing, which follows from 
his Love for his Native Country, viz. 
of a certain Antipathy that generally pre- 
vails among Neighbouring Nations. “ A 
Writer, é: from inveighing againft ano- 
‘ther Nation, ought to acknowledge the 
* Merit of thofe great Men, who have ap- 





% Quidam :.. opus fuum fieri populare 
non putant, nifi mendacio afperferint. Se- 
nec. 1.7. Quaeft. Nat. 


“ nearag 





122 


“ neared at feveral times among other Na- 
“ tions. England and Spain, which have 
“ been fo long at War with France, have 
“ produced many fuch Men, It would be 
‘t an unjuft, and even a bafe thing , not to 


“ paint them in a Hiftory of France in their 


“ natural Colours, and to difparage their 
“ Virtue, becaufe it has been fometimes fa- 
“ tal tous”. 

An Hiftorian ought particularly to ftand 
upon his Guard, when he defigns to make 
Ufe of Memoirs that concern Civil Wars. 
Partiality and Animofity do molt prevail io 
thac Sort of Memoirs. This is the ufual 
Effe&t of Civil Wars, efpecially when they 
are kindled upon Account, or under Pretence 
of Religion. 

_Partiality difcovers ite felf particularly in 
thofe Hiftories, that have been written con- 
cerning the Quarrels between the Popes and 
the Emperors, and other Sovereign Princes. 
Thofe who undertake to compofe the Hifto- 
ry of France, are obliged to give an Ac- 
connt of fuch Differences. "The Author de- 
clares that, asa Frenchman, he has upon all 
Occafions afferted the lawful Rights of the 
Kings of France. As a Son of the Church, 
he has avoided all Inveftives againft the Ho- 
ly See. As an Hiftorian, he has confined 
himfelf to Matters of Fatt, without pre- 
tending to give his Judgment about them. 

Molt of thofe who have writ a general 
Hiftory of France within thefe Two Hun- 
dred Years, fays Father Daniel, feem to have 
chiefly applied themfelves to their Work, 
when they came to the Reign of Philip de 
Valois, and they have very much neglected 
the foregoing Times. Which has occafioned 
a wrong Notion, v/z. that the Hiftory of the 
Firft Race was not worth reading; that the 
Tranfattions contained in the Hiftory of rhe 
Second Race had little in them, that could 
raife the Curiofity of the Reader ; and even 
that the Beginning of the Third was very 
barren. 

This Notion is only grounded tpon the 
Negligence, or rather, Ignorance of the 
Hiftorians above-mentioned. It were to be 
wifhed, fay fome, that one might. read the 
Beginning of the Hiftory of France with the 
fame Satisfa€tion, as one may read the Be- 
ginning of the Rewan Hiftory in Livy. 
They add, that the firft Part of the Hiftory 
of France affords only fuch a confufed Mat. 

Jer, fuch uncertain Fa@s, and’ barbarous 
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Aftions, that the Art of the bef Hin. 
does not appear fufficient to clear tha totian 
and to remove the DarknefS {preaq ca ‘ 
a Airset Times. rs 
n Anfwer to this ObjeStion 
diftinguifh the Beginning of the Peas 
tion from that of the Fren./ Monarchy The 
Beginning of the French Nation has pe a 
been very dark , and therefore ’tis no Won. 
der if it has proved fabulous. As for what 
concerns the Beginning of the French Mo 
narchy, one muft alfo diftinguith the Begin. 
ning of the Monarchy beyond the Rhine in 
Germany, from its Beginning in Gaul. Ie 
may be truly faid of the Fir ft, that it is little 
known, and confequently an improper Sub. 
jeG@ for an Hiftory. But when we come to 
the Beginning of the French Monarchy in 
Gaul, if that Hiftory does not appear fo en 
tertaining as the Reman Hiftory, ’tis not for 
Want of Matter, but becaufe the Writer 
wants Judgment, Art, or Diligence. For, 
in order to compare thofe Two Hiftories, 
let us confider the Contents of each of them 
immediately after the dark or fabulons Times. 
In the Roman Hiftory, thofe dark or fabu. 
lous Times end with the Foundation of 
Rome, and its firft Kings; and in the French, 
they end with the Foundation of the Mo. 
narchy on this Side of the Rhine, and in the 
Time of Clovis. P 
Men have generally fo great an Idea of the 
Roman Grandeur, that it attends even the 
moft inconfiderable Rife of the City of 
Rome. When they hear that Romulus went 
out of Rome with an Army againft the Ceni- 
nenfes, Antemnates, and other Enemies, they 
fancy that Kiog was at the Head of feveral 
Thoufands of Men well armed, divided in- 
to Squadrons and Batallions ; that he attack. 
ed and defeated another Army ftronger than 
his; and then returned with many Waggons 
loaded with Spoils, to raife a Magnificent 
Trophy to Jupiser Feretrius. And yet the 
Meaning of it is only, that Romulus went out 
of a little Borough, neither fo Jarge nor fo 
well inhabited as many Boroughs in France ; 
that he put himfelf at the Head of Three or 
Four Hundred Men, moft of whom were 
Shepherds or Banditi; that he fell upon Six 
or Seven Hundred Men, and routed them; 
and that having got the Shield and the Arms 
of the Head killed in the Bastel, he hung 
them up upon an old Oak. 


Such 





May 


Such is: the Notion we ought to have of 
all thofe Armies led at firft againft the Satins, 
the Fidmates, and other Enemies of the Ro- 
mans. .All thofe Nations, deftroyed or fub- 
dued under the firft Kings of Rome, and the 
firit Confals, had generally buta {mall Ter- 
ritory, with a little Town ewakly fortified 
in the Middle of it. Such was for many 
Years the Subje&t of the Triumphs, Ova- 
tions , and Supplications made at Rome, and 
fo often mentioned in the Roman Hiftory, 
efpeciatly after the Eftablifhment of the 
Confulfhip. ‘In fhort , the Commonwealth 
of Rome, above Four Hundred Years after 
its Foundation, was far from being fo weal- 
thy and powerful, and from having fo large 
an Extent, as the Republick of Venice in our 
Days. 

Clovis, at his firft Entrance into Gaul, does 
certainly afford a much Nobler Scene. His 
firft Exploit was the Dettru€tion of the Ro- 
manEmpire. His firft Victory made him 
Mafter of a larger Country and more con- 
fiderable Towns, than Rome could conquer 
in Four Hundred Years. Not to mention 
what he did afterwards beyond the Rhine, he 
overthrew the Weffern Goths and Burgund;, 
enlarged his Dominions as far asthe Pyrences, 
and became in a few Years one of the molt 
dreadful Monarchs of Europe. His Children 
deftroyed the Kingdoms of Burgundy and 
gris: One of his Grandfons |} laid a 

ribute upon the Saxons, entered into Italy, 
made foine Conquefts over the Emperor, and 
found himfelf able to attack him even to- 
wards Conftantinople. Such was the Power 
of France Thirty Seven Years after the Death 
of Clovis. Can fuch a Subje& as this be 
called a barren and unpleafant Subje& ? 

Thofe who have read the Ancient Hiftory 
of France only in fome Abridgments , or ill- 
digefted Compilations, will doubtlefs fay 
that all thofe great Events are related with- 
out Circumftances, and confequently afford 
little Pleafure ; but it is certainly a falfe Af 
fertion. The moft important A@ions are 
generally circumftantiated in the Ancient 
Authors: ’Tis true all the Particulars are 
not to be found in Gregorins Turonenfis or Free 
digarius ; one muft fometimes be at rhe 
Trouble to look for them elfewhere; but 
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whoever takes upon him to write anHiftory, 
muft undergo fuch a Labour, 

What contributes moft to the Beauty of 
an Hiftory, is a certain Variety of Objects, 
Incidents, Intrigues, Leagues, and oppofite 
Interefts ; without which a Series of Wars 
and Battels will quickly tire the Reader. 
Though they be defcribed in the moft live- 
ly Manner, they will create a Wearinefs, 
unlefs they be diverfified with other things. 
The Reign of Clouis and his Children does 
not yield in this refpe& to that of Rsmx/us 
and his Succeffors , but rather furpaffes ir, 
and opens a much Nobler Scene. 

It is not furprifing, that M-zeray’s Hiltory 
fhould have confirmed the Publick in their 
Opinion, that the Reign of the Firft Kings 
of France affords nothing, that can be enter- 
taining. That Part of his Work is but a 
confufed Abridgment of fome Modern Hi- 
ftorians, whom he had by him, as he was 
writing his Hiftory. {&t contains only con- 
tracted Facts put together without any Con- 
nexion one with another. One muft not 
therefore judge of the Ancient Hiftory of 
Frauce from Mezeray’s Performance, nor look 
upon it asa barren Field, becaufe that Wri- 
ter knew not how to improve it. The Re- 
man Hittory, and that of Alexander the 
Great, would not pleafe us better, if Livy 
and Quintus Curtius had not been more fuc- 
cefsful in treating their Subje&t. “ I dare 
“ fay, (and I think fuch a Comparifon is no 
great Commendation,) that the Hiftory of 
the Firft Race of our Kings will appear 
guite different in my Work, than in that 
of Mezeray ; that the Scene will be much 
more lively, and that excepting the Reign 
of Four or Five idle Kings, which rakes 
up only Two or Three Pages, everything 
elfe has enabled me to keep it up”. 
Father Daniel adds , that Mezeray had not 
certainly the necellary Qualifications to 
write the Hiftory of France. That Hiftori- 
an did alfo betray his Ignorance by inferring 
in his Work fo many falfe Medals and Pi- 
&ures of the Kings of France. An Hiftorian 
ought to be well skilled in the Antiquities 
of a Country, left he fhould be mittsaken 
about them, and difcover his Ignorance in 
thofe very things whereby he makes a Shew 
of his Learning. 

The Ability of an Hiftorian appears b 
the Remarks interfperfed through his Wor 
upon the Manners of a Nation, that is, not 
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only upon the Genius of the People, but al- 
{o upon their Cuftoms, Ufages, Laws, the 
Civil and Military Government, and other 
things of that Nature. This is a Material 
Thing for the Perfe&tion of Hiftory ; but it 
requires Attention and many Refle&ions 
which cannot be made, but by a Writer 
who is Mafter of his Subje&. 

An Hiftorian who quotes many Authors 
<n the Margin, ought not to be charged 
with a vain Oftentation of Learning, fince 
no Writer ean pretend to be believed upon 
his. Word in his Account of Times paft. 
Mott of thofe who have compofed a general 
Hiftory of France, fuch as du Haillan, Pau- 
lus Aamylius, Nicolle Gille, de Serres and Me- 
zeray , do not ule to cite their Authors, for 
which they are highly to blame. 

Father Daniel does not approve thofe. Hi- 
ftorians, whofe Leatning occafions fome 
Gonfufion and Obfcurity in their Writings ; 
and he blames Mathies and Thuanus upon 
that Account. 


The remaining Part of this Extrat¥ is too long 
to be inferted here. 





VI. 


TRAITE’ de la Religion Naturelle. 
Par Mr. MARTIN Pafteur de 
VEglife ’Utrecht. A Amfterdam 
chez Pierre Brunel. MDCCXIII. 


That is, A TREATISE of Natural 
Religion. By Mr. MARTIN, 
Paftor of the Charch of Utreche. 
Amfterdam. M-DCCXIII.. In 


Svo. page. 465. Sold by Paul Va- 
iflant in the Strand. 


‘Ty. HE Matters treated of in this Book 

have beert fo often handled by £aglifh 
aad Foreign Divihes, that I.chink the Rea- 
dérs will be fagisfied with a general Notion 
of them. Mr. Martin has divided his Work 
iato. Two Parts, 


M.A y 


The fic Part contifs os: 
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XV.Chapters. 1. Inthe firft, the : 
fhews what Idea we ought to “ibe aed 
Deity. 2. He proves the Exiftence of God 
by Metaphyfical Arguments, 3, By Ar 
guments grounded upon Nature. 4. By 
Moral Arguments. 5. Inthe Fifth Chapters 
he thews that Atheifm is the greateft Extra’ 
vagance that can be thought of. 6. The 
Author afferts the Unity of God. 


: ; -A 
then treats of his Eternity and PR a 


8. OF his Knowledge. 9. And of his Om. 
nipotence. 10, Afterwards Mr. Martin dif. 
courfes of the Origin of the World, and 
confutes thg Doftrine of Epicurus, Plato, and 
Ariftotle, upon that important Subje&. 14, In 
the next Chapter, he fhews that God has 
created the World. 12—15. The following 
Chaprers concern the Providence of God, 


his Goodnefs and Mercy, his Holinefs and 
Juftice. 


Thirteen Chapters make up the Second 
Part, wherein the Author undertakes to 
prove, that all Men are bound by the Light: 
of Reafon to worfhip God. 1. He thews, 
that fince there is a God, there ought to be 
aReligion. 2. He treats of the Spirituality 
of the Soul. 3. Of its Three principal Fa. 
culties, Underitanding, Will, and Memory, 
4. Of its Immortality. Here the Author 
enquires, how Men came to think that thej 
Souls die with their Bodies, and confut 
the Arguments alledged for that Opinion. 
¢,6, In the Two next Chapters, Mr. Martin 
proves the Immortality of the Soul, 7. He 
fhews that the Soul being Immortal, there 
ought to be another Life after this. 8, He 
proves that there is an eflential Difference 
between Virtue and Vice. 9. He treats of 
the Law of Nature, to which Virtue and 


Vice have an effential Relation. 10-.And 
then of Confcience in general, and of its 
Relation to the Law of Nature. 11. Mr. 


Martin examines whether it be.always.a fin- 
ful thing not to follow the Diétates of Con- 
{cience, and whether a Man may fometimes- 
fir when he follows them. 12. He afferts 
that though Natural Religion be never fo 
Excellent, it is not fuffieient in the Stare of 
corrupt Nature. 13. Laftly, he enquires 
whether the Heathens might be faved with- 
out any Help than that of a Natural Reli- 
gion. 


VII. DIS- 











May 


VIL. 


DISQUISITIONS concerning the Force 
of the Heart, the Dimenfions of the 
Coats of the Arteries , and the Circu- 
lation of the Blood. By JOSEPH 
MORLAND, ™. D. andF.R.S. 
London: Printed for John Law- 
rence, at the Angtl in the Poultry. 
MDCCXIII. In 8vo. page. 88. 


R. Morland offers to the Publick fome 

Thoughts relating to the Animal Occo- 
nomy. His Treatife runs upon a Curious 
and Important Subje&; and becaufe it is 
{host , and will be read by all thofe who are 
skilled in Phyfick, I fhall only take Notice 
of Three Paflages, that may be underftood by 
all Readers, 


Obferyations upon Pulfes. 


The Author undertakes to give the true 
Reafon of moft of the Variations, that hap- 
pen in Puifes. Bor Inftance, fays he, 


r. “ Let the Pulfe be quick and frong. 
** Then both Heart and Arteries require a 
“ great Strength. The Heart is ftrong 
enough to diftend every Elaftick Artery. 
“ And this is the Pulfe of a Fever. 


2, “ Let it be Prong and fiw ; which is an 
“* healthy Pulfe. Both Heart and Arteries are 
** ftrong ; but the Elafticity of the Arteries 
‘* does not bear the fame Proportion to the 
“ Strength of the Heart, as in a Fever. 


3. “ Let it be quick and low. If the 
‘* Heart grow weaker in Proportion than 
“the Elafticity of the Arteries, then the 
‘* Arteries will have a {mall Diftention, bur 
“ a quick Return; which is the Cafe of 
 Perfons worn out ina Fever: They have 
“a Pulfe quick and low, : 


4. “ Let the Pulfe be “ow and weak. 
“ Then the Heart can diftend.a weakened 
“ Artery but alitrle, and that can contract 
“again but flowly, by Reafca of its 
weakened Elafticity, 
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 Thefe and fuch like Remarks confidered 
together, with the Alteration of the 
“ Qualities of the Blood, wpon which the 
“ Quantity, that the /eft Auricle fhall receive, 
may depend ; and well weighed, I hope, 
may prove ufeful, at leaft to my felf, in 
judging of Diftempers by that great Cri- 
terion of he heer the Puifes: And from 
“ them to be directed to difcover the Seat of 
Difeafes, particularly when they are ficu- 
“ ated in the folid Parts and Nerves, when in 
“ the Mafs of Blood and Fluids. 


5.“ Let the Pulfe almof# or entirely ceafe. 
* The Confequence muft be this, which 
happens in Faintings : The Arteries con- 
tract without Refiftance, throw a great 
Quantity of Blood into the Veins, and 
Perfons look pale and livid; and hence ic 
is that dying Perfons have their Faces 
Lead-coloured and pale, which Hippocrates 
has enumerated among the certaia Sym- 


ptoms of approaching Death”, 


The Hiftory of the pilewsey of the Ciccalation 
of the Blood. 


“ Since this is fo Famous a -Difcovery, 
** fays Dr. Morland, and makes, not withouc 
“ Reafon, fo great a Noife in the World ; 
** J fhall in a few Words here give the Hi. 
* ftory of it, abridged from a late Treatife 
of a Learned Author. It muft be allow. 
ed, that Hippocrates has feveral Expreflions 
in his Works, on which thofe who are 
fond of giving the Glory-of all our Jatrer 
Difcoveries to fome Ancient or other of 
great Name, may put a favourable Inter. 
pretation. Nay, he does fomewhere fay , 
that Veins and Arteries are the Fountains 
of Human Nature, the Rivers chat water 
the whole Body, that convey Life, and 
‘* which if they be dried up, the Man dies: 
And in‘another place, he fpeaks of a Kind - 
“ of a Circle, which he fuppofes the Blood- 

Veffels to make by a Communication with 
one another: So that he had a confufed 
“Idea of it, but he could by, no Means 

mark out the Paths which the Blood wene 
in, in its Circulations, nor.did.he ever 
point out fo much as the Heart to be the 
greet Forcewhich fent it forwards, & with- 
out which it could never be carried rourth, 
*€ In fliort, the Firl that had ever a diftin® 
Notion of this Matter, was Michasl Serves 
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“ ou, a Spanijh Phyfician, who was burnt t 

“© for Arianifm at Geneva, about 150 Years 
“* ago, He ina Book of his enrituled Ghri- 
o fiianifmi Refiitutre, printed in the Year 
"1553. clearly afferts the Paflage of the 
Blood through the Lungs, from the Right 
“ eo the Left Ventricle of the Heart. 


“ Realdus Columbus of Cremona was the 
““ next that faid any thing of it in his Ana- 
““ tomy, printed at Venice, 1559. There he 
“ afferts the fame Circulation .of the Blood 
“ through the Lungs, which Servetas had 
‘« done before, and is more particular in bis 
 Defcription of it than Scrvetus, and takes 
** Notice of the Valves of the Heart. 


“ Andreas Cafalpinus makes yet farther 
“@ Advances; bur ftill the Matter was fome- 
-« what in the daik, when an Englijh Gentle. 
man, Dr. Widiam Parvey, took it in Hand, 
“4 and with indefatigable Pains traced the 
“ wifible Veins and Arteries throughout the 
“ Body in their whole Journey from and to 
the Heart, and by fo doing, acquired to 
‘** himfelf Immortal Fame. 


«a 


“ But after all there remained a Deficien- 
“ cy in the Defcription of the Times of the 
** Opening and Shutting of the Auricles.and 
Vintricles, and of the Contra&tion of the 
Arteries, which is a Curiofity by no means 
to be omitted by thofe who confider this 
“ id theace. Work of Nature. This I have 
‘* endeavoured to do; and I hope have given 
fach Hints, as with avery little CorreGi- 
on or Addition may reprefent to us di- 
‘ ftin€tly all the various Workings of the 
feveral Engines of Circulation, 


Remarks upon Perf{piration. 


“ This Subje&t, favs Dr. Morland, has 
been fo well handled by San@oriw, in his 
‘* Medicina-Statica, and fo much to the Saril- 
“ fadtion Of the Learned World, chat I fhail 
“ only make'a few Remarks uponit. Such 
‘* as thefe have otcurred to my Mind. 





t 4 large Account of the Life and Trial of 
that Phyfician may be feen in the Ut and Id 
Velumes of thefe Memoirs, 


te 
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“'Tis known that a Quantie Tote’ 

tive Matter, or Chylee ve’ wl Nats 
Inteftines into the Latteals, and into he 
Blood, and having received a Mixture ¢ 
Air in its Paffage through the Lung, F 

qualified for Nutrition: This i. Fv 
younger or growing Age, I a 

thus difpofed of. There seis lens we 
off in Perfpiration, than is {pent in Nu 

tition ; and thus the Parts of the Body 
increafe in Bulk and Magnitude, I, vi. 
rili etate, Quantities nearly equal, go 
off by Perfpiration, and are added in Ni. 
trition ; and then Growth is at a Stand 

In the declining: Age more goes off by 
Perfpiration, and other Ways, than js ad. 
ded) by Nutrition, and: then the Body 
»withers, and: declines; and at this time 
there being a great Quantity of Piyid; 
difcharged one way and another, the Off. 
fication of Griftles and fome Parts of the 
Arteries, Oc. does enfue: The Lofs of 
the Fluids being great, the Parts are left 
hard and offified ; fo that there is a Ten- 


dency in the Human Body to become a 
bony Statue, 


“ This Perfpiration is from almoft all 
Parts within, and without, fo that there 
fhould feem to be communicating Pores 
every where within , condu€ting the Per. 
fpirable Matter to thofe without in the 
Surface of the Body; and hence poffibly 
that Problem may, be folved, how it 
comes to pafS, that fuch as have tender 
Lungs, fhall cough immediately upon 
their fitting on a cold Chair, or the like? 
But I fhall conclude what I have fo fay 
upon this Article by laying down, or 
propoling to farther Difquifition the Two 
following Aphorifms. 


APHORISML. 


“ The fame Matter is both Nutritive and 
Perfpirable. And confequently, 


APHORISM IL 


“Therefore whatever Matter ceafes to be 
Nutritive, it in a very great Meatfure be- 


comes Perfpirable, 


‘ A very 
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“ A very remarkable Inftance of this we 
‘“ have in the Bones; which when they 
“ ceafe to grow, then I conceive chat the 
“ bony Matter that was wont to nourifh 
them, becomes fuch Matter as ought*to 
“ be thrown off from the Body and Blod4; 
“ and if it.be not difcharged as it ought, I 
“ am inclined co think , becomes the Caufe 
“ of the Rheumatifm and Gowt Acd this I 
“ the rather chink, becaufe the Matrer of 
 thefe ULifeafes feldomy or- never attacks 
‘ Perfons >- fore they have done growing. 


‘* This bony ‘Matter is fuch, confifting 
‘< of thofe infinitely {mall Lamina, of which 
‘ the Bones are compofed, thar, cutting and 
“ tearing the tender Membranes in which 
‘ 'cis fixed, it may very well be allowed to 
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- posers all the horrible Tortures of a 
“ Fie of theGour, And thofe Chalk Stones 
“‘ Casthey call them) which grow in the 
“ Joints of gouty Perfons, look very muctly 
€ Jike fuch Scuff as I fpeak of, 


“ Hence we may he dire&ted in our Cure 
“ of the Gout ( above all things ) by proper 
‘* Medicines, and Exercifes, ro endeavour 
“ to promote a regular and plentiful Perfpi- 
“ ration”. 


Befides the Author’s Obfervations upon 
the Force of the Heart, the Dimenfions of 
the Coats of the Arteries, and the Circula- 
tion of the Blood, the Readers will find at 
the End, of this Treatife an Explication of 
the Sccretions of the’ Animal Body, ina Lets 
ter written to Dr, Mead fome Years ago, 





PARIS. 


M* de Tuurnefort’s Voyage into 
the. Levant will be publifhed 


this Year. That Phyfician was 
thoroughly skilled in Narural Hifto- 
ry. Whilft he was wholly intent 
upon ir, he had the Misfortune to 
lofe his Patron M.-de Louvois. Af- 
ter the Death of that Minifter, the 
King ordered the Count de Pontchar- 
train to take upon .him. the.Care of 
promoting Learning. His Nephew, 
the Ifluttrious Abbot Bignon, took 
hold of that Opportunity to get 
Mr. de Tournefort admitted into the 
Royal Academy of Sciences with a 
yearly Penfion of Fifteen Hundred 
Livres. Not long after he was made 
Regius Profeffor of Phyfick in the 
King’s College, and hada yearly 


Allowance, of a Thoufigd, Livres, - 


Mach about.the fame time it was: 
refolved ro fend fame body into the 
Levant, to promote the Knowledge 
of Natural Hiftory.. Mr. de Tourne- 
fort was chofen for chat-End at the 
Recommendation of the Abbot Big; 
non. He collected fucha ogee 
of Plants, Shells, Foffils, ec. that 
all the Curious reforted to his Ca- 
binet. ‘The Abbot Bignon being in- 
formed, that he defigned to leave 
him that-Excellent Treafure of Na- 
tural Curiofities, advifed him to be- 
queath it to the King, That Prince 
was fo well pleafed with the Sighe 
of fo many Curiofities, that he or- 
dered them to be kept in a Place 
near his Clofet; but the Members 
of the Royal Academy of Sciences 
are allowed to fee them at any time. 


“TT . 
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Tis thought the New Edition of 
Councils, which Father Hardouin 
has undertaken to publifh,, will be 
finifhed this Year. . 


PARIS. 


HE following Books are late- 
ly come out. 


Voyage du tour de la France, par feu 
M. Henry de Rouviere, Confeiller du 
Roy en Hotel de Ville de Paris, G Apo- 
ticaire ordinaire de Sa Majefté. Paris. 


1713. Ia 120, pagg. §04. 


Lettres de M. Godeau Eve{que de Ve- 
nee, fur divers {ujets. Paris, 1713. 


In 120. page. 444. 


Differtation pour maintenir unite de 
Marie- Madeleine, Marie-foeur de Mar- 
the, & la Femme pecheroffe, par V Ecri- 
ture, la Tradition, & PU/age de l’E- 
glife, contre quelques Auteurs modernes. 


Parwu. 1713. In gto. pagg. 286. 


La Nouvelle Aftrée, dedice 4 Son Al- 
tefle Royale Madame. Paris. 1713. 
In 120. pagg. 210. 


This Book is the Famous Ro- 
mance, entituled, Afraa, abridged 
and adapted to the prefent Tafte. 
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HAGUE, 


| co Edition of the Treatife of 

the Epic Poém, compofed hv 
Father /e Boffu, is aétually nt he 
Prefs. It will come out adorned 
with Philological Notes, a Prelj. 
minary Difcourfe upon the Excel. 
lence of that Work, and a compen- 


dious Account of the Author’s Life. 


LONDON. 


New Book of Mr. Perizonins 
isto be had at Mr. Vaillam’s. 


Fac. Perizonii Differtatio de Fre 
eravi, ut & Refponfio ad Epiftolas And, 
Morelli V. C. de variis Familiarum Ro- 
manar. Nummus ex Urfino @ aliis. 
Lugduni Batavorum, apud ‘fohan, Van- 
der Linden, “fun. 1713. In 120. 


page. ZOr. 








HES E Memoirs are to be had 

of Mrs. Dodd and Mrs. Bolter, 
near Temple-Bar; and of Mrs. Bond 
and Mrs, Bolter, at Charing-crofs. 
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